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1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

2. Claims 21-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Greer in view of Beesley et al and Sorensen et al (5222420). 

Greer discloses all of the claimed subject matter except for having a pivotally 
mounted upper jaw with a spring, a ratcheting mechanism/incremental teeth on the slide 
for engagement with the brake, and the lower jaw having an upper portion not 
intersecting the slide bar and supported only by the lower portion of the lower jaw. 
Greer discloses a lower jaw "5" having a lower portion, and an upper portion intersecting 
the slide bar and supported by the lower portion and the slide bar. The lower jaw of 
Greer further discloses a lever pivotally mounted thereon between the first and second 
portions, and a portion "11" of the lever extends longitudinally substantially the same 
length as the lower portion of the lower jaw, as broadly claimed by applicant. 

Beesley et al discloses a pivotally mounted upper jaw with a spring and a 
ratcheting mechanism/incremental teeth on the slide for engagement with the brake. It 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to form the device of 
Greer with a pivotally mounted upper jaw with a spring and a ratcheting 
mechanism/incremental teeth on the slide for engagement with the brake to allow the 
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jaws to be adjusted and for quick and easy operation to grip a workpiece as taught by 
Beesley et al. 

Sorensen et al (figure 1 1 ) discloses a lower jaw having an upper portion not 
intersecting the slide bar and supported only by the lower portion of the lower jaw. The 
lower jaw of Sorensen et al further discloses a lever pivotally mounted thereon between 
the first and second portions thereof. It would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art to form the lower jaw of Greer with an upper portion that is does 
not intersect the slide bar and is supported only by the lower portion of the lower jaw as 
such would have been an obvious design choice to allow for reduced friction as 
inherently taught by Sorensen et al. 

3. Claims 4-7, 16-17 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Greer in view of Rhyn and Sorensen et al (5222420). 

Greer discloses all of the claimed subject matter except for having a pivotally 
mounted upper jaw with a spring biasing the upper jaw toward the lower jaw and the 
lower jaw having an upper portion not intersecting the slide bar and supported only by 
the lower portion of the lower jaw. Greer discloses a lower jaw "5" having a lower 
portion, and an upper portion intersecting the slide bar and supported by the lower 
portion and the slide bar. The lower jaw of Greer further discloses a lever pivotally 
mounted thereon between the first and second portions, and a portion "11" of the lever 
extends longitudinally substantially the same length as the lower portion of the lower 
jaw, as broadly claimed by applicant. 
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Rhyn discloses a pivotally mounted upper jaw with a spring biasing the upper jaw 
toward the lower jaw. Note column 2, lines 3-6 and 18-22 of Rhyn which states the 
following: 

a. "On turning the lever in the direction of the hand without this positive bearing 
insuring only a limited play of the jaw A, it would be difficult to use the tool with one 
hand." 

b. "the jaw can turn back under a slight pressure, but not sufficiently to permit the 
tool to slip from the pipe, while the spring will clamp the jaws on the pipe in turning 
forward" 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to form the device of 
Greer with a spring biasing the upper jaw toward the lower jaw to clamp the jaws on a 
pipe as taught by Rhyn. 

With respect to claim 6, Greer clearly discloses a "thumb-resting portion" as 
shown by the knurled surface on the edge of the lower jaw "5" (figures 1 and 2). 

Sorensen et al (figure 1 1) discloses a lower jaw having an upper portion not 
intersecting the slide bar and supported only by the lower portion of the lower jaw. The 
lower jaw of Sorensen et al further discloses a lever pivotally mounted thereon between 
the first and second portions thereof. It would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art to form the lower jaw of Greer with an upper portion that is does 
not intersect the slide bar and is supported only by the lower portion of the lower jaw as 
such would have been an obvious design choice and to allow for reduced friction as 
inherently taught by Sorensen et al. 

4. Claims 8-10, 18-20, and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Greer in view of Rhyn and Sorensen et al (5222420), as applied 
above, in further view of Beesley et al. 
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Beesley et al discloses a ratcheting mechanism/incremental teeth on the slide for 
engagement with the brake and gripping surfaces on the jaw. With respect to claim 28, 
it is noted that the lower jaw of Beesley et al is subject to motion toward the upper jaw 
when the lever is engaged, and is subject to motion to and from the upper jaw with the 
lever is disengaged. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to 
form the device of Greer with a ratcheting mechanism/incremental teeth on the slide for 
engagement with the brake and gripping surfaces on the jaw to allow the jaws to be 
adjusted and for quick and easy operation to grip a workpiece as taught by Beesley et 
al. 

5. Applicant's arguments filed December 02, 2004 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 4-10 and 16-29 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Debra S Meislin whose telephone number is 571 272- 
4487. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, alt. Fridays off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 

supervisor, Joseph Hail can be reached on 571 272-4485. The fax phone number for 

the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
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you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3723 

December 13, 2004 



